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REMARKS 

This application has been careftilly reviewed in light of the Office Action 
dated February 1 7, 2006. Clsums 23 to 44 are in the application, of which Claims 23, 24, 
27, 36 and 41 to 44 are independent. Favorable review and early passage to issne are 
respectfully requested. 

Clainis 23 to 43 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph. 
Specifically, the OfiBce Action that the alleged feature of "judgement device/step adapted 
to judge the entrance/exit of a person in accordance with the communication with the 
wireless communication termmal by a first wfreless communication method** lacks support 
in the specification. (Office Action, page 2). The rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Applicant submits that the specification as filed fiilly supports the above 
feature. For example, in one exemplary embodiment of the invention, the specification 
describes that: 

"During the period while the user carrying the cellular 
phone 6 moves firom the communication non-resthction area 
3 into the communication restriction area 2, first a 
cotmnunication link is established between the ticket gate 
side local transceiving unit 8 and a terminal side local 
transceiving unit 20 by a communication protocol for 
non-contact IC cards (PI). 

As the communication link is established, by using this 
link the ticket gate side local transceiving unit 8 exchanges 
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messages regarding electronic ticket applications with the IC 

card 22 (P2) 

After completion of the exchange of messages 
regarding the communication condition restriction between 
the TC card 22 and ticket gate side local transceiving unit 8, 
the automatic ticket gate 7 is opened because the electronic 
ticket stored in the IC card has a qualification of passing 
through the ticket gate and the cellular phone 6 has the 
communication restriction equal to or more sever than the 
communication restriction set by tiie automatic ticket system. 
The user of the train 5 can enter the conmiunication 
restriction area 2 from the communication non-restriction 
area 3.*' (Specification, pages 11 to 14). 

Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections and allowance of Claims 23 

to 43 are respectfully requested. 

Claim 44 was regected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over U.S. Patent No. 

6,421,544 (Sawanda). Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections are respectfully 

requested* 

Independent Claim 44 defines a control method for a wkeless 
communication terminal having a first communication device adapted to communicate 
with an entrance/exit managem^t apparatus for managing an entrance/exit of a person by a 
first wireless communication method and a second communication device adapted to 
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communicate by a second wireless communication method. The method comprises a 
reception step of receiving an instruction for restricting communication of the second 
communication device fiom the entrance/exit regulating apparatus via the first 
communication device so that the entrance/exit management apparatus manages an 
entiOTce/exit of the person, in the case where the wireless communication apparatus and 
the entrance/exit management apparatus communicate by the jBrst communication method. 
The method also comprises a restriction step of restricting communication of the second 
communication device in accordance with the instmction received at the reception step. 

The applied reference is not seen to disclose or to suggest the features of 
independent Claim 44, and in particular, is not seen to disclose or to suggest at least the 
feature of receiving an instruction for restricting contununication of a second 
communication device from an entrance/exit regulating apparatus via a first 
communication device so that the entrance/exit management apparatus manages an 
entrance/exit of the p^son. 

While Sawanda is seen to disclose that a doorway base station 5 sends a 
control signal, and a PHS temiinal 1 receives the signal and changes operational mode and 
performs communication control (column 9, lines 47 to 50 of Sawada), Sawada does not 
disclose or suggest management of entrance/exit of a person, much less disclose or suggest 
receiving an instruction for restricting communication of a second communication device 
fiom an entrance/exit regulating apparatus via a first communication device so that the 
entrance/exit managcm»t S4)paratus manages an entrance/exit of the person. Accordingly, 
independent Claim 44 is believed to be allowable. 



PA(S 17/18 * RCVD AT S18/2fl(l6 6:33:35 PM [Eastern Daylight rm^^ 



X 05/16/06 TUE 15:34 FAX 714 540 9623 



FCHfikS COSTA MESA (#2) 



@016 



No other matteis being raised, it is believed that the «tire application is 
fully in condition for allowance, and such action is courteously solicited, 

Applicant's undersigned attorney may be reached in onr Costa Mesa, 
California office at (714) 540-8700, All correspondence should continue to be directed to 
our below-listed address. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Edward A. Kmett 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No.: 42,746 



FrrZPATRICK, CELLA, HARPER & SCIISTTO 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 10112-3800 
facsimile: (212)218-2200 



CAJMAlNIISgilvl 
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